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WHICH WAS LATELY PASSED INTO A Law. 


5 INTITULED | = | 
AN ACT FOR GRANTING RELIEF To 

| PASTORS, MINISTERS, AND LAY PERSQNS 
© OF THE EPISCOPAL COMM UNI. 

IN SCOTLAND. 
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ino thoſe who are acquainted with the hiſtory of the 
1 Reformation in Scotland, it is well known, that a 
Proteſtant Epiſcopacy was eſtabliſhed by King James VI. in 
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the year 1610, but fell a victim to the troubles in the ſubſe- 
quent reign. It was again revived at the reſtoration of Charles 


II. and continued to be the eſtabliſhed form of church go- 
vernment till the Revolution in 1688. On that event, the 


Prince of Orange, ſuppoſing that his views might be greatly 
promoted in Scotland by the influence of the Biſhops, . applied 
to them for that purpoſe ; and on condition of their coming 


over to his intereſt, offered to protect them and ſupport their 


church. But they unanimouſly declined the propoſal, and 


however imprudent their conduct may appear in a worldlyview, 
they muſt be allowed to have acted with integrity. Taking 
the apoſtolical precept of ſubmiſſion to the ſupreme power in 

the molt literal ſenſe, and reaſoning upon the principles of the 


conſtitution as then generally underſtood, thoſe prelates and 


their followers conſidered their allegiance as due to James 
VII, and therefore refuſed the flattering offers of his ſon-in- 
law. The conſequence was, that by an act of the Scottiſh 


Parliament, aboliſhing Epiſcopal government in the year 168g, 
the biſhops were deprived of their legal juriſdiction; they 


loſt their dignities, revenues, and ſeats in Parliament. But 
they ſtill retained their ſpiritual power and authority, which, 
as no King could give them, it is certain, no King could take 
from them. In the quiet and peaceable exerciſe of this pow- 


er, they continued to perform the ſpiritual functions of their 


epiſcopal character, to ordain miniſters for the vacant congre- 


gations of their own perſuaſion, and, as they ſaw it neceſſary, 


* 


* W 


to conſecrate ſuch perſons as they thought molt proper for 
continuing the ſucceſſion of their own order, without aſking 
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| permiſſion either from the exiled, or from the reighing Prince, 


All this was fo far from giving offence to government, that 


in the 10th of Queen Anne, an act paſſed, « declaring it law- 


« ful for thoſe of the epiſcopal communion in Scotland, to 
« meet and aſſemble for the exerciſe of divine worſhip, to be 
ic performed after their own manner, by Paſtors ordained by a 
« Proteſtant Biſhop.” This ſtatute takes no notice of the time of 
their ordination, whether it was before or after the Revolution: 
and therefore it made no difference whether ſuch paſtors had 


deen ordained by biſhops legally eſtabliſhed, by thoſe who 


had been deprived of their ſees, or by their ſucceſſors. The 
fact is, that by this time, moſt of the epiſcopal clergy, offici- 
ating in Scotland, were of the latter claſs, and that ſome of 
them claimed and enjoyed the benefit of this toleration. It is 
highly probable, that in a few years, many more of them 
would have done ſo, had not an attack upon government in 


_ - the beginning of the next reign, produced freſh ſuſpicions 


againſt the epiſcopal clergy, and a repetition of former ſeve- 


+ Tities. Thoſe who profeſſed an adherence to the old eccleſi- 


aſtical ſyſtem, were on that account ſuſpected of diſaffection 
to the new government; and while attempts were making in 
behalf of the exiled family, it was out of their power to re- 


move thoſe ſuſpicions. All they could do, was to conduct 


themſelves in ſuch a quiet and inoffenſive manner, as might 


convince government that there was no danger to be appreben- 
died from the exiſtence of a Scotch epiſcopal church, and no 


neceſſity for putting in execution thoſe ſevere laws, Which at 


different periods had been enacted againſt it. 1 
It is true that the public devotions of this church did not for 


along while exhibit that mark of attachment to the reigning 
Prince, which modern practice has introduced as an indiſpen- 


ble criterion of loyalty ; but it is equally true, that to ſhew the 
Inoffenſive deſign of her general way of praying, ſhe never 
reſtricted the meaning of her members to the particular perſon, 
whom ſhe was ſuppoſed to favour, nor rejected from her com- 
munion thoſe whe had given every other teftimonyof their loy- 
alty which the laws required. On the contrary, it is well 
known, that till the prohibitory acts paſſed in 1746 and 1748, 
officers of the army and revenue, judges in the King's courts, 
| Juſtices, of the peace and freeholders, qualified according to 
law, were admitted and acknowledged as members of this 
church, and joined in her worſnhip in the molt public manner. 
This plainly ſhews, that her clergy did not ſuppoſe religion 9 


(3) 


be of this or that political party, nor conſider themſelves as 
competent to decide on the intricate queſtion, which was then 
agitated about the right of ſwaying the Britiſh Sceptre. But 
no ſooner were they relieved from this embaraſſing ſituation, - 
by the death of the only perſon who had maintained his claim 
to the crown of Britain, in oppoſition to the reigning family, 
than they immediately came forward with a hearty offer of their 
allegiance to the gracious Prince, now in poſſeſſion of that 
crown without a ſingle rival. | 
On the 24th of April, 1788, the biſhops, after mature deli» 
beration with their clergy, unanimouſly agreed to acknowledge 
his ſacred Majeſty King GEORGE, as the lawful and right- 
ful ſovereign of Great Britain, and the dominions thereunto 
belonging; and having alſo reſolved to name the King and 
Royal Family, as the law directs, in their public prayers, they 
could not but hope that the Britiſh Legiſlature would extend 
its wonted clemency to them and their adherents, and generouſ- 
ly relieve them from thoſe reſtraints and penalties, to which 
they had been ſo long expoſed in the exerciſe of their religion. 
This hope was greatly encouraged by the gracious manner, in 
which his Majeſty was pleaſed to accept of their ſubmiſſion, as 


communicated by a letter from one of his principal Secretaries 


of State. It was likewiſe confirmed by aſſurances of the moſt 
favourable nature received from ſome of the great officers of 
the crown, who highly commended the ſtep which the Scotch 
Epiſcopal clergy had taken, and which, in their opinion, could 
hardly fail of procuring a repeal of thoſe penal ſtatutes, which 
affected theſe clergy and the people of their communion. 

But before any direct application could be made for this 
- purpoſe, the King's alarming indiſpoſition put a ſtop to every 
kind of parliamentary buſineſs, except that of providing for / 


the government of the kingdom, by the appointment of a re- | 
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gency- During that gloomy period of national anxiety, the 
cotch epiſcopal church did not fail to teſtify its loyalty, by 
_uſing public prayers for the King's happy recovery; and when 
that deſirable event took place, the members of this church 
were equally attentive to the duty of a ſolemn and general 

thankſgiving, The nation was then overflowing with tranſ- 
ports of joy; and public acts of generoſity were frequently 

mentioned as the moſt ſuitable expreſſions of a national gratis 
tude. Under theſe encouraging circumſtances, it was ſuggeſ- 
ted to the Scotch biſhops by ſome of their beſt friends, that 

| three of their number ſhould ſet out for London to 1 
e RG eee en oY 
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repeal of the penal laws, with all the ſupport which could be 
obtained from perſons of rank and character in this country. 
The three who undertook this journey were, Mr Skinner of 
Aberdeen, Dr Abernethy Drummond of Edinburgh, and Mr 

Strachan of Dundee. On their arrival in London, notwith- 
ſtanding the ample recommendations which they carried with 
them, they found it to be a work of ſome time and difficulty 


- to make their cauſe properly known to thoſe, on whoſe good 


offices they chiefly depended. At length, however, they ſuc- 
cęeded o far as to get a bill brought into parliament for grant- 
ing reli& to thoſe of the Epiſcopal Communion in Scotland. 

This bill was carried through the Houſe of Commons without 
any oppoſition ; but when it came into the Houſe of Lords, ſo 
late as the 26th of June, on ſome objections raiſed by the Lord 
Chancellor, the conſideration of it was poſtponed for three 
months, and the bill of conſequence was laid aſide for that 
— þ EEE = - 

'This being a buſineſs of very material importance to the 
Whole body of Epiſcopalians in Scotland, it was thought pro- 
per to propoſe a general convention of the clergy, with dele- 
gates alſo from the laity, for the purpoſe of taking into conſi- 
deration the ſtate of their application to the legiſlature for a' 
repeal of thoſe penal laws, by which they were affected. The 
convention was held at Laurencekirk, on the 11th of Novem- 
ber 1789; and having heard and duly conſidered a report of 
what had been already done in the buſineſs before them, they 
unanimouſly voted the thanks of the meeting to thoſe biſhops 
Who had diſtinguiſhed themſelves by ſo much zeal in the im- 
portant cauſe which they had undertaken. It was alſo reſol- 
ved, that the convention ſhould name a committee with full pow 
ers to manage and carry on the neceſſary meaſures for obtaining 
| a repeal of the penal laws, and that the ſaid committee ſhould 
conſiſt of three Biſhops, three Preſbyters, and three lay perſons, 
the ſenior biſhopto be Preſes, empowered to call mectings with 

conſent of two thirds of the committee. They were alſo to 
chooſe a ſecretary, and if they found it expedient to ſend agents 
to London, theſe agents choſen from their own number were 
to be ſtyled « Delegates from the committee of the Scotch Epiſcopal 
Church.” The perſons named by the convention for this com- 
- mittee Were, Biſhop Skinner, Biſhop Abernethy Drummond, 

and Biſhop Strachan, the Rev. Meſſrs John Allan at Edin- 
burgh, George Gleig at Stirling, and Roger Aitken at Aber- 
ben their beter, Johm Patullo Eig. of Balhoufie, Com- 
133 | | pans e 4 bo 
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miſſary of 8t Andrews, John Stirling Eſq. of Kippendavie, 


and John Niven Eſq. of Peebles. 


At a ſubſequent meeting of this committee, held at Perth on 


the 24th of February 1790, the preſes delivered an account 
of an extenſive correſpondence, on the ſubject of the propoſed 
repeal, particularly with the Rev. Doctor Gaſkin, ſecretary to 


the ſociety for promoting Chriſtian Knowledge, William Ste- 


vens Eſq. Treaſurer to Queen Anne's Bounty, and James Allan 
Park Efq. of Lincolns Inn, barriſter at law. And the com- 
- mittee having conſidered, that theſe gentlemen had exerted 


themſelves with much zeal on behalf of the Scotch Epiſco- 


pal Church, and had generouſly offered to meet at ſtated times 
in London, for the communication of intelligence, and to deli- 
berate on the moſt proper ſteps to be taken for the relief of 
that church, it was reſolved, that the thanks of the committee 
ſhould be tranſmitted to them in the moſt reſpectful terms, and 
that they ſnould be authorized to meet and act, as often as con- 
venient, for the purpoſes above mentioned. | 
In conſequence of this commiſſion, theſe agents took every 
opportunity of promoting the ſucceſs of our application, and 


though there now appeared but little hopes of accompliſhing 


the object of it, in what remained of this ſeſſion of parliament, 
we had the ſatisfaction to learn, that no part of our own con- 
duct, or the conduct of our friends, could be charged as the 


cauſe of this repeated diſappointment. Though our buſineſfss 


was put off to another year, we were aſſured, that this did not 
proceed from any doubt of the propriety of our requeſt, but 
was rather to be imputed to the urgency ot public affairs, which 
had hitherto prevented the Lord Chancellor from giving our 
bill that attention, which it was neceſſary for hiſn to give to e- 
very ſuch bill, before it could paſs into a law. 


Ihe new Parliament met this year in the month of Novem- 


ber, to ſettle the buſineſs of the Spaniſh Convention, which 
with ſome other national concerns occupied their whole at- 

_ tention till Chriſtmas, when they adjourned to the beginning 
of February 1791. During this receſs, it was ſuggeſted to our 


committee, that it might be proper for them to addreſs the 


Engliſh. Biſhops, and ſolicit their good offices in obtaining 


relief to the Epiſcopalians in Scotland. Letters were therefore 


immediately written to the two Archbiſhops, and to all the 
other prelates of the church of England, requeſting the hongur 


of their loxdſhips powerful intereſt, and ſupport to the appli- 


cation which was meant to be renewed, and in whatever way 


they ſhould think moſt conducive to the ſucceſs of it. Among 

the anſwers which came to theſe letters, it was particularly 

mentioned b by the Biſhop of Carliſle (Dr Douglas) that he had 
ſome time] 


Campbell of Aberdeen, recommending in the moſt liberal 
terms, the cauſe of the Scotch Epiſcopalians, whoſe relief they 
Had reaſon to think would be generally agreeable to the church 
of Scotland. About the ſame time our friends in Lon- 


don informed us, that a conference had been obtained with 


the Lord Chancellor on the ſubject of our application, and a 


year, forwarded tothe Archbiſhopof Canterbury, 
letters from Principal Robertſon of Edinburgh and Principal 


2 


new bill was to be framed in ſuch terms as might be ſuppoſed 


to meet his Lordſhip's ideas. But owing to repeated delays, 
ariſing from unforeſeen cauſes, it was again too late in the 


ſeſſion, before this bill could be properly introduced into parli- 


ament; and from the accounts of their proceedings which 


were tranſmitted by the London committee, it was abun- 


dantly evident, that nothing had been omitted on their part, 


which was likely to enſure a favonrable iſſue to the buſineſs 


entruſted to them. Every wiſe and prudent meaſure had been 


induſtriouſly purſued by theſe faithful agents, Who ſtill pro- 


miſed a continuance of their ſervices, as long as they ſhould 
be neceſſary, or acceptable to thoſe concerned. 


Depending on theſe friendly aſſurances, the Preſes of the 


Scotch Committee renewed his ſolicitations for an early and vi- 
gorous attention to the relief of the Epiſcopalians i in Scotland 


as ſoon as the parliament ſhould meet in 1792. He alſo took 


' occaſion to mention to the London Committee, a propoſal 
- whick had been ſuggeſted by one of his colleagues, (a) of pro- 
curing from ſome of the Royal Boroughs petitions to parlia- 
ment in favour of a repeal of the penal laws, and exhibiting 
ſuch a public mark of their approbation of this meaſure, as 
might ſhew the expediency of it in a very ſatisfactory light. It 


was alſo propoſed that application ſhould be made to ſome of | 


the counties for the ſame purpoſe, eſpecially to thoſe, in which 


the principles and conduct of the Epiſcopal Clergy and their 
hearers were beſt known. The conſequence was, that in a 
few weeks petitions were tranſmitted to both houſes of par- 
liament from the counties of Stirling, Forfar, Kincardine, 


Aberdeen and Banff; and from the boroughs of Forfar, Bre- 


- chin, Arbroath, "Montroſe, Inverbervie, Aberdeen, Banff, 
Forres, Nairn and Dipgwall, requeſtivg that ſuch relief _ 


O Biſbop Macfarlane at IoverneG. 
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be extended to thoſe of the Epiſcopal communion in Scotland, 
as ſhould ſeem expedient to the wiſdom, of the Britiſh legiſla- 
ture. At the ſame time, the Lord Provoſt of Edinburgh very 
obligingly acquainted the public, that by the authority, and 


in the name of the Magiſtrates and Council, he had earneſtly 


intreated the city's repreſentative, Mr Dundas, to give our 
bill all the ſupport and countenance in his power. Letters 


_ were written to the ſame purpoſe by the Freeholders of Mo- 


ray, and the Magiſtrates and Council of the boroughs of El- 


gin and Inverneſs, to their reſpective repreſentatives in parlia- 


ment. The petitions from the above mentioned counties and 
boroughs, intended for the Houſe of Lords, were tranſmit- 
ted to the Earl of Kellie, one of the ſixteen peers for Scotland, 
who was known to have exerted his influence for ſome time 
paſt, in promoting the object of theſe applications. 

Matters being thus prepared for introducing our bill into 
parliament with ſome probability of ſucceſs, it was intimated 


as the opinion of our friends in London, that one of the Scotch 


committee ought to be there, to attend the progreſs of the bill 
through both Houſes ; and application being made to Biſhop 
Skinner for that purpoſe, he received a Delegation, ſigned by 


the other members of the Committee, empowering him to act 


in their names, and to take ſuch meaſures as he might find ex- 
pedient, and moſt likely to obtain the end in view. On his 


arrival in London, he was informed by our agents there of 


the ſteps which had been taken for bringing our bill into par- 
liament, and was particularly pleaſed to learn that Lord 
Grenville had promiſed to ſupport it in the Houſe of Lords, 


and to ſettle with Mr Secretary Dundas into which of the 


two Houſes it ſhould be firſt introduced. Finding things 


in this train, he was chiefly employed for two or three weeks 


f 


in recommending the object of the bill to the attention of 
ſome of the moſt diſtinguithed members in both houſes of par- 
liament. He took an early opportunity of paying his reſpects 


to the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, and was happy to find his 


Grace very friendly to the deſign of the bill. He felt the ſame 
fatisfaction in converſing with ſome of the other Biſhops, 


and particularly with the Biſhop of St David's, who had been 
at uncommon pains to make himſelf maſter of the ſubje&, and 


of whatever related to the ſituation of the Scotch Epiſcopal 


Church. For ſome time paſt, his Lordſhip had been concert- 


forward, and the favourable reception it met with in the Houſe | 


ing meaſures with the Earl of Kellie for bringing our buſineſs | 
of 


0 


of Peers, was chiefly owing to the — offices of theſe two 
noble Lords, who had been long and zealouſly endeavouring 
to ſet the matter in a true light, and to remove thoſe prejudic- 
es and miſtaken apprehenſions, which ſome had entertained 
concerning it. 

At laſt, on Monday the 2d of April, the Earl of Kellie pre- 
ſented the ſeveral petitions above mentioned from the counties 
and boroughs of Scotland, and moved for leave to bring in 
a bill agreeably to the prayer of theſe petitions. Two days 
after, the bill was read a firſt time, without any appearance of 
oppoſition on the part of the Chancellor, 'who only obſerved, 
that ſome alterations would be neceſfary. It was alſo ordered 
to be printed, and laid on the table at the meeting of the hòuſe 
after the Eaſter holidays, when the lords would be ſummoned, 
and a day named for the ſecond reading. During the receſs 
however, Biſhop Skinner learned, that the Lord Chancellor 

had been mentioning ſach difficulties about the bill, as were 
not likely to be eaſily removed, and the firſt day on which the 
HFouſe of Lords met, a converſation was held on the ſubject, 

in the courſe of which the Chancellor went over all his former 
ground of oppoſition, and particularly infiſted, that without a 
clauſe requiring the regiſtration of orders, all forts of people, 
even ſuch as the Blackſmith of Gretna Green, might aſſume the 
character of Epiſcopal Minifters, and in that character, if once 
_ tolerated, might celebrate marriages, and do, other irregular 
acts. To this the Biſhop of St Davids replied, that the Scotch 
Epiſcopal Clergy would very gladly regiſter their orders, if the 
law would permit them; but the fame act which required it, 
 Ikewifſe declared it to be null and void; by which means theſe 
clergy were precluded from the very paſſibility of qualifying 
themſelves in a legal manner, and fo laid under a ſpecies of 
; . perſecution, to which the mildneſs of the Britiſh Government 
had never expoſed any other claſs of its ſubjects. The Chan- 
cellor ſeemed alſo inclined to ſay fomething diſagreeable about 
what he called the connections of our clergy with the Pretender, 
and had his doubts whether the eſtabliſhed Church of Scotland 
approved of our being put on an n footing with the other 
Scotch Diſſenters. | 

On the firſt of theſe points the Biſhop of St Davids deſired 2 
Biſhop Skinner to ſtate in writing the fact as it really ſtood, 
with regard to ſome conſecrations which had taken place in 
our church, ſoon after the death of the deprived Biſhop of 


* — to remove all 3 — the other matter, 
he 


/ 


an 


ke thought the beſt way would be, to apply for a repetition of 
the former afurances given by Principals Robertſon and 
Campbell. Such application was no fooner made, than theſe 
aſſurances were renewed in the molt friendly manner, with 
the addition of a letter to the Biſhop of Saliſbury from Dr. 
Gerard of Old Aberdeen, bearing the ſame liberal teſtimony 
to the good wiſhes of the eſtabliſhed Church in our favour. 
As to the other objection, ariſing from the ſappoſition that 


the ſucceſſors of the deprived Biſhops not only held a corre- 


ſpondence with the exiled family, but even acknowledged a 
dependence on it, in the exerciſe of theirſpiritual authority, 
and were inveſted with the epiſcopal character in conſequence 
of T recommendation from the Pretender; our delegate found 
no difficulty in aſſerting that this was true only with reſpect to 


& very few of our biſhops, at a very diſtant period, and that it 


could not be juſtly charged againſt the preſent biſhops, who 
never had any connection with, or dependence on the exiled 
family, either in obtaining or exerciſing their ſpiritual func- 
tions. (b) The authority with which they are inveſted is not 
derived from any fource that can in the leaſt affect the ſafety 
of the ſtate, or the ſecurity of the government under which 
they live; and they can fo far comply with the oath of ſupre- 
macy as to © teſtify and declare, that no foreign prince, pre- 
& late, ſtate or potentate hath or ought to have any juriſdicti- 
tc on, power, ſuperiority, preeminence, or authority eccleſiaſti- 
ec cal or ſpiritual, within this realm.” E 2 
Io this declaration our delegate added, on the part of our 
biſhops, a ſolemn diſavowal of any pretenſions to legal or tem- 
1 : The authority of our clergy, he affirmed to 

2 entirely of a ſpiritual nature, ſuch as is neceſſary to the 
_ preaching of God's word, and the adminiſtration of his ſacra- 
ments, and which can never iaterfere with the civil rights of 
the eſtabliſhment. “ All,” ſaid he, „ which we preſume to 
cc requeſt of the Britiſh Legiſlature, is a ſhare of that tolera- 
. TE Ws 5 « tion, 


(b) On the death of the Biſhop of Edinburgh, who ſurvived the other cjec- 
ted prelates till the year 1720, it was propoſed by a few of the epiſcopal clergy, 
that the ſame dependence ſhould be acknowledged, and the ſame reſpect and 
ſubmiſſion paid to the exiled family, in matters of eccleſiaſtical concern, 
which had been cuſtomary in the times of legal eſtabliſhment : And on this 
plan a few promotions ſoon after took place, in conſequence of recommen- 
dations from the exiled prince. But it quickly appeared, that this ſcheme 
did not meet with the approbation of the clergy in general, who conſidered it 
not only as dangerous, but in every reſpect improper; and in a few years 


afterwards all attempts to revive it were for the future prohibited by certain 
regulations, which have ever ſince been regarded ai the ſtandard of diſcipline 


in the Scotch Epiſcopal Church. 


tax) 


ec tion, which others ſo freely enjoy, and the liberty of 

ec worſhipping God, in conformity with the religious principles 
« of that church to which we belong : principles than which, 
« correſponding as they do with thoſe of the Church of Eng- 
& land, none can be more favourable to his Majeſty's go- 
ec vernment, or to the peace and happineſs of ſociety.” 

This was the view in which Biſhop Skinner endeavoured to 
repreſent the principles of our church: and he had the ſatisfac- 
tion to find that they were ſeen in this juſt and proper light by 
mam diſtinguiſhed characters in the Church of England. —The 

Biſhop of St. Davids was ſo well convinced of the propriety 
, of granting us complete toleration, that he aſſured Lord Kel- 
lie, if it was judged adviſable to path the ſecond reading of 
our bill at all events, he would come prepared to ſpeak in its 
favour, and to combat all the arguments which conld poſſibly 
be urged againſt it. With regard to the clauſe which was 
e , requiring the regiſtration of our clergy's orders, the 
arl of Guildford obſerved, that upon the general principle of 
toleration there did not ſeem to be any neceſſity for inquiring 
into the nature of our orders, more than thoſe of other diſſen- 
ters; ſince it was of no conſequence to the ſtate, what theſe 
orders were, or whence derived, if our religion was friendly 
to government, and ſuch as deſerved to be tolerated. The 
Lords Kinnoul and Stormont were both of the ſame opinion, 
and jaw no neceſſity for requiring the regiſtration of our cler- 
gpy's orders, or that they ſhould accept of ſuch orders as could 
legally be regiſtered. This appeared to them the more un- 
| reaſonable, as no Engliſh or Iriſh biſhop could ordain a man, 
without what is called a izle, and no ſuch title could be obtain- 


ed from Scotland. But to remove all objections ariſing from 


the illegal nature of a Scotch epiſcopacy, it was thought that 
\ our clergy might be defcribed as '« diſſenters from the eſta- 
t hliſhed church of Scotland, who ſtyle themſelves Epiſcopal 
C clergy,” and under that deſcription it was preſumed, that no 
good reaſon could be aſſigned for denying us the ſame tole- 
ration, which was enjoyed by all other proteſtant diſſenters in 
Scotland. 3 OOan LB Ns 
Confiding therefore in the reaſonableneſs of our requeſts, 
and anxiouſly defirous that our cauſe might obtain a fair hear- 
ing, Lord Kellie moved the ſecond reading of our bill tobe on 
Wedneſday, the ſecond of May, and that the Lords might 
be ſummoned for that purpoſe. A conſiderable number of the 
| peers attended the houſe that day, and ſome had intended to 


* 


. 
vote by proxy in ſupport of the bill. The Archbiſhops of 
Canterbury and Vork were both preſent, as were alſo the 
Biſhops of London, Durham, Saliſbury, St. Davids, Oxford, 
Bangor and Carliſle. The Earl of Elgin moved the ſecond 
reading of the bill, and in a ſhort but very ſenſible ſpeech, 
| Hated the principle of it to the houſe, and the merits of thoſe 
whom it was intended to relieve. His lordſhip obſerved, 
that by the roth of Queen Anne the paſtors and miniſters of 
the epiſcopal communion in Scotland were made liable to very 
ſevere penalties, on proof of having omitted to pray for the 
Queen, and for other inſtances of non-conformity. Addition- 

al penalties were impoſed by the 5th of Geo. I. and the 19th 


andi 21ſt of George II. the deſign of all which was to check 


the diſaffection which was known to prevail at that time 
among the epiſcopalians in Scotland. But this deſign, he was 

happy to ſay, was now ſufficiently accompliſhed. At preſent, 
and indeed for ſeveral years paſt, his Lordſhip ſaid, the epiſco- 
palians in Scotland had given proofs of their being as zealouſ- 
ly attached to the Sovereign on the Throne, and his family, 
and as firm in their allegiance, as any other claſs of his Ma- 
Jjeſty's ſubjects; and therefore he could not but hope that 
their Lordſhips would conſider them as juſtly entitled to the 
relief which the preſent bill provided, and which he would 
not have moved for, if he had not thought it a matter both of 
juſtice and expediency. 8 | 

The Lord Chancellor then left the woolfack, and began 
with declaring that he would not object to the principle of 
this bill, but he wiſhed and thought it his duty to make ſome 
obſervations on it. He then proceeded to take an extenſive ' 
view of the ſubject, and entered into a variety of reaſoning on 
the nature of a church eſtabliſhment, and the general princi- 
ples of toleration ; from which he inferred that no ſect ought 
to be tolerated, but thoſe whoſe principles were found to be 
ſuch as deſerved, and might ſafely be indulged with, tole- 
ration. Thoſe, he ſaid, who imagined that any church could 
become the eſtabliſhed church of a country, merely by the 
truth of its doctrines, or the force of its arguments, were 
miſtaken, and contradicted by all hiſtory, and all experience. 
Let the doctrines be ever fo pure, and the arguments ever ſo 
irrefragable, they could not make her the eſtabliſhed church, 
unleſs ſhe was politically recognized as ſuch, and ſupported 
by the government of *the country. This ſupport conſiſted 
chiefly in providing plentiful and competent incomes for her 


_ paſtors ; and the diſtinction he now alluded to was H_—_ 
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viſible in the caſe of Scotland, and England, in each of which 


countries the eſtabliſhed church was different from the other; 
preſbytery being that ſupported in Scotland, and epiſcopacy 
in England. In ſtating the nature of an eſtabliſhment, he 
endeavoured to ſhew, that it was abſolutely neceſſary to the 


| preſervation of the chriſtian religion; and though he did 


not pretend to be deeply verſed in eccleſiaſtical hiſtory, he was 
' Impreſſed with a notion that before the time of Conſtantine, 
it was not the practice of the church to pray for Kings, 
which he ſuppoſed was the model that had been propoſed for 
- the imitation of the Scotch epiſcopalians. But they ſhould 
have remembered, that ever ſince the days of Conſtantine ſuch 
| prayers had been deemed an eſſential part of public worſhip, 
and preſcribed as ſuch in all countries profeſſing the. chriſtian 
religion. Having ſtated this, his Lordſhip proceeded to take 
notice of the ſtatutes which enacted penalties againſt the epiſ- 
 copalians in Scotland, mentioning the 10th of Queen Anne, 
and the 19th and 21ſt of George II. He ſaid, he was far from 
defending the ſeverities of thoſe ſtatutes. Let the political 
reaſons have been what they might, he thought the penalties 
much ſharper than even the circumſtances of thoſe times 
could juſtify : and therefore. he could feel no diſinclination 
whatever to granting the relief that was neceſſary, provided 
it was given under proper regulations; for he was far from 
wiſhing to haraſs any ſe& of Chriſtians on account of their 
religion, much leſs thoſe who profeſſed to be of the epiſcopal 
perſuaſion, ſince he himſelf was rather an epiſcopalian. His 
Lordſhip then diſcuſſed what he took to have been the mean» 
ing of the legiſlature in reſpe& to the ordination of epiſcopa- 
lian paſtors in Scotland. He again referred to Q. Anne's act 
of toleration, quoting with ſome emphaſis the words, Paſtors 


= ardained by a Proteſtant Biſbap, from which he inferred, that to 


| have been regularly ordained by ſome proteſtant biſhop, (who - 
in his opinion could be no other than an Engliſh or an Iriſh 

| biſhop) and to have their ordination regiſtered in the public 
regiſters, was meant to be underſtood as eſſential in point of 
form, and indiſpenſible in ſubſtance. He dwelt for ſome 
time on this head, and contended for the neceſſity of a due 
attention to this part of the ſtatute, as a teſt that theſe paſtors 

embraced and taught doctrines conſonant to the principles of 


| Chriſtianity, and doctrines „it Jo be tolerated. In the courſe of 


his ſpeech he recapitulated the conditions under which, by 


the exiſting ſtatutes, the epiſcopalians of Scotland were * 
1 . e ed 
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ated at preſent, and-argued much on the neceſſity of their paſ- 
tors being able to eſtabliſh the validity of their ordination z 

inſtancing the two ſolemnities of Baptiſm and Marriage, as 
ſolemnities which they could not perform, unleſs they were 
legally ordained. After repeating his fayourable inclinations 
towards the epiſcopalians of Scotland, profeſſing himſelf to 


ſpeak as a humble member of the eſtabliſhed church of this , 


country, and conſequently as an individual who wiſhed to 
treat thoſe perſons who were the objects of this bill, with that 
degree of reſpect and decency which became men in every fitua- 
tion; and after conſidering and arguing upon the whole of 
their caſe, his Lordſhip cloſed his ſpeech with remarking, that 
as their principles of religion were not. ſufficiently known, or 
at leaſt no public evidence was given, what they were, or how 
far they deſerved that indulgence which was intended by this 
bill, he did not think it would be prudent to grant it on ſuch 
a broad, unlimited footing, as it might open a door to many 
ſimilar applications, and create much unneceſlary trouble to 
the legiſlature. . 1 f 3 
Lord Stormont then roſe, and began with aſſuring their 
Lordſhips, that as there was no queſtion before them, he was 
conſcious it would ill become him to detain. the houſe long. 
Whatever fell from-the mouth of the noble and learned Lord, 


he ſaid, bad ſo much weight on the minds of noble Lords in 


that houſe, and with ſo much juſtice, that he begged to ſpeak 
a few words in reply to ſome parts of the ſpeech of the noble 
and learned Lord, and alſo ſhortly and ſimply to explain the 

principle on which he thought it his duty to ſupport this bill. 
His Lordſhip then proceeded to detail the grounds on which 
the penalties had been impoſed, that the preſent bill went to 


repeal. When the ſtatute of Queen Anne paſſed, their Lord- 


ſhips, he ſaid, would recollect, that the circumſtances of the 


| times were peculiar. Thoſe of the Epiſcopal communion in 
Scotland were then known to be diſaffected to the Govern- 


ment of the country from motives of conſcience, not thinking 
_ themſelves at liberty to withdraw their allegiance from the heir 
of the abdicated ſovereign. On thoſe perſons therefore, and 
on them only it was, that the ſtatute was intended to attach. 
The caſe however at preſent was totally different. There now 
exiſted no ſuch deſcription of perſons as thoſe: who were the 
objects of that act. The Scotch Epiſcopalians of the preſent 
day were well affected to the Government of their country, 
aud prayed for his Majeſty and the Royal Family Ns 
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and as ſincerely as thoſe in England did. With reſpect to what 


the noble and learned Lord had ſaid concerning toleration, Lord 
Stormont declared, he did not think it neceſſary to diſcuſs that 


point, or to ſtate his opinion on the ſubject. The noble and 

raed Lord, he obſerved, had faid, that toleration ought 
to be extended to thoſe perſons only, who were known to 
profeſs ſome principles of religion conſonant to the doctrines 
of Chriſtianity. It was, however, his Lordſhip remarked, a 


| circumſtance rather ſtrong in favour of the objects of the pre- 


ſent bill, that the members of the eſtabliſhed Church of Scot- 


land wiſhed them to be relieved from the penalties in queſtion, 
which although certainly ſharper than neceſſary under the 


preſent circumſtances of the times, were perhaps juſtifiable at 


that period of our hiſtory when they were firſt impoſed. In 
Scotland, his Lordſhip ſaid, he ſhould no doubt be deemed a 
diſſenter; yet he could not but feel ſome degree of national 


pride on obſerving the liberal ſentiments, which the eſtabli- 


med church of Scotland had manifeſted on this occaſion. 


With regard to what the noble and learned Lord had faid 
reſpecting the neceſſity of every epiſcopalian paſtor being able 


to prove that he had been regularly ordained by a Proteſtant 
Biſhop of England or Ireland, Lord Stormont ſaid, he muſt 
beg leave to differ entirely from his Lordſhip. If their Lord- 
 _ ſhips would but attend for a moment, they would ſee that in 
many caſes it was in its nature utterly impoſſible... If epiſco- 
 palian paſtors were men of conſcience, as he hoped they were, 
they could not ſubmit to receive a ſecond ordination. And if 


they did, he would only aſk how the caſe would ſtandin the . 
eyes of their congregations. Their hearers mightjuſtlytell them, 


Jou have paſſed upon us theſe twenty or thirty years, for 


cc what you are not. You have preached to us, and we have 


wy — 


« liſtened to you; but we now at laſt find, that before this 


4 time, you never were duly qualified.” Beſides, if theſe 


| epiſcopalian paſtors were to apply to a Biſhop of England or 
Ireland, where would they get a title? If an epiſcopalian 


candidate for orders were to fay, „My friends in Scotland 


« will procure a meetinghouſe for me, and provide for my 


4 ſupport:?ꝰ Would any of the learned prelates oppoſite to me, 


faid Lord Stormont, pointing to the Bench, deem that a compe- 
tent title? Moſt certainly ne. 2. 
With regard to what the noble and learned Lord had ſaid 


reſpecting marriage, it was well known, that in Scotland mar- 


riage was conſidered merely as a civil contract, as appeared 


from the frequent reports of what was tranſacted at Gretna | 


Green. 


tm) 


Green, a place where he had ſome concern; and if a counſel 


| were at their Lordſhips bar, and attempted to bring a witneſs 


to prove that marriage was any thing elſe than what he had 


now ſtated it, he was perſuaded, the noble and learned Lord 


on the woolſack would immediately think it his duty to ſtop 
him. The validity of an Epiſcopalian paſtor's ordination, his 
Lordſhip contended, was totally out of the queſtion: In con- 
fidering the principle of the preſent bill, the houſe had nothing 


to do with it; and if he held in his hand the book written by 
Father Courayer, ſome few pages of which he had once read, 
he declared he would not reſort to the volume for a ſingle argu- 


ment in ſupport of the doctrine he was then maintaining. The 


ſole, and as he had before ſtatedit, the ſimple point on which reſ- 
ted the claim of the Epiſcopalians of Scotland to the relief which 


the bill would give, was, that when the penalties complained 
of werc impoſed, they were clearly meant to attach on perſons, 
who were diſaffected to the exiſting government oh the coun- 
try, and to the Prince upon the throne, whereas the preſent 
Epiſcopalians, both paſtors and laymen, were perſons of a total- 
ly different deſcription. There was no occaſion, his Lordſhip 
ſaid, for him to go back to the reign of Conſtantine to prove 
what Epiſcopacy was; and therefore, after apologizing to 


their Lordſhips for having detained them ſo long, he would 


_ conclude with declaring that it appeared to him an irrefragable 
argument in favour of the preſent bill, that the Epiſcopalians 
of Scotland had exactly and preciſely the ſame claims on the 
indulgence of the Legiſlature, as thoſe of the Diſſenters in this 
part of the kingdom from the eſtabliſhed Church of England. 


Lord Stormont was followed by the B/hop of $t Davids, of 


| Whoſe ſpeech on this octaſion, a friend who was in the houſe 
has favoured us with the following correct ſtatement. 
My Lords, | 


I am happy to perceive, that in the ſentiments which I have | 


to deliver to your Lordſhips upon the preſent ſubject of diſ- 


_ cuſſion, I ſhall not have the misfortune to differ very widely in 


any thing that eſſentially regards the principle of the bill, 
from the noble and learned Lord upon the Woolſack. My 
Lords, a wide difference from him I ſhould call a misfortune, 
becauſe it would neceſſarily produce in me a degree of miſtruſt 
of my own judgment, which would conſiderably abate the 
ſatisfaction which otherwiſe I might feel in following what 
ſtill might be the firm and full conviction of my own mind. 
Nevertheleſs, my 9 in any queſtion like this, in which 
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the interetſt of religion, the public weal, and the credit of the 
Legiſlature, might be concerned, a queſtion of juſtice and 
" mercy towards a ſuffering part of the family of Chriſt, it 
would ill become me to be concluded in the vote that TI ſhould 
give, upon any authority but that of my own conviction; and 
it might not leſs misbecome me to oppoſe a high authority by a 
ſilent vote, without ſtating to your Lordſhips the grounds on 
on which my contrary conviction ſtood. —My Lords, the 
principle of this bill has been ſo clearly ſtated by the noble 
Earl, (a) who moved the ſecond reading, and fo well illuſt- 
rated by the noble Viſcount, (b) who ſpoke laſt, that it is 
unneceſſary to dwell upon it. The object of the bill is to re- 
lieve certain Diſſenters from the eſtabliſhed Church of Scot- 
land, well affected to his preſent Majeſty, and the proteſtant 
ſucceſſion, from the penalties of diſaffection impoſed by for- 
mer laws. My Lords, the hardſhip under which they labour 
conſiſts not in the ſeverity of theſe penalties. Diſaffection in 
former times, was generally among perſons of their religious 
rſuaſion, tho' not neceſſarily connected with their religion; 
And of the meaſures of ſeverity that might be neceſſary for 
thoſe times, the legiſlatures of thoſe times were the judges. 
But my Lords, the hardſhip is, that the preſent generation 
being converted from the diſaffection of their anceſtors, and 
retaining only their pt va principles, cannot, by any thing 
they can do, by any ſecurity that they can give, for their 
good conduct and ſubmiſſion to Government, ſecure themſelves 
-  -againſt the penalties of diſaffection. As cordially attach- 
cel as any of us to the exiſting government, praying in their 
religious aſſemblies for his Majeſty King George and the 
Royal Family by name, in the terms in which we of the 
Church of England in our own liturgy pray for them, and 
taking the oaths that we all take, ſtill they are liable, clergy 
and laity, to all the penalties of the 19th of George I. 
My Lords, the good policy of this bill of relief is not at all 
connected with any queſtion about the antiquity of the practice 
of praying for ſovereigns. From what fell from the noble and 
learned Lord, I think there muſt be miſtake upon that point. 
His Lordſhip muſt have received ſome miſinformation. My 
Lords, I cannot believe that theſe Epiſcopalians ever alleged 
the example of the ages hefore Conſtantine in juſtification of 
their omiſſion in former times, of praying for the King by 
name. Prayers for ſovereigns is one of the very oldeſt parts 
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| (a) Lord Elgin. ) Lord „ee 


Chriſtian worſhip. Theſe Epiſcopalians muſt very well know, 
That the precept of praying for Kings, and all that are in au- 
thority, is 300 years older than Conſtantine, and that it was 
the conſtant practice of the earlieſt Chriſtians to pray even for 
the princes that perſecuted them. My Lords, their omiſſion 


of praying for the King by name, was owing to their notions |. 
about indefeaſible hereditary right, which would not ſuffer 


them to renounce the family to which their allegiance had 
once been ſworn, nor to adopt the principles of the Revolu- 


5 tion. The omiſſion was not defended by any pretended ex- 


ample of antiquity. It ſtood upon no better ground than that 
of groſs and avowed diſaffection. But, my Lords, the ex- 
ample of the ages before Conſtantine muſt have been alleged 


piſcopalians to juſtify their claims to an epiſcopacy, and to 


My Lords, it is not my wiſh to lead the houſe into the per- 


plexities of that theological diſcuſſion. I ſhall compriſe What 


I find neceſſary to ſay upon it in very few words. ©; 
| My Lords, theſe Epiſcopalians take a diſtinction, and it is a 


juſt diſtinction, between 'a purely ſpiritual, and a political 


piſcopacy. A political Epiſcopacy belongs to an eſtabliſhed 
hurch, and has no exiſtence out of an eſtabliſhment. This 
ort of Epiſcopacy was neceſſarily unknown in the world, be- 
fore the time of Conſtantine. But in all the preceding ages 
here was a pure ſpiritual Epiſcopacy, an order of men ſet 


part to inſpect and manage the ſpiritual affairs of the church, 


s a ſociety in itſelf totally unconnected with civil government. 
ow, my Lords, theſe Scotch Epiſcopalians think, that 
when their church was caſt off by the ſtate at the Revolution, 


their church in this diſcarded divided ſtate reverted to that, 


which had been the condition of every church in chriſtendom 
before the eſtabliſhment of chriſtianity in the Roman Empire 
by Conſtantine the great; that loſing all their political capaci- 
ty, they retained however the authority of the pure ſpiritual 
Epiſcopacy within the church itſelf ; and that is the ſort of 
Epiſcopacy to which they now pretend. I, my Lords, as a 
churchman, have ſome reſpect for that pretenſion, but I have 


no wiſh to lead the houſe into a diſcuſſion about it. Ihe 


merits of the bill reſt not on the validity of that Epiſcopacy in 
any ſenſe. In what ſenſe the biſhops of this church of Scotch 


Epiſcopalians may be biſhops, whether they are biſhops in 
| any ſenſe; is not the queſtion. What the validity of their ordi- 
nations may be, is not the queſtion, The ſingle queſtion is, 


4 are 


e 


to a very different purpoſe. It has been alleged by theſe 


explain what fort of epiſcopacy that is, which they claim. 
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Are theſe Scotch Epiſcopalians good fubjects; and do they 
| hold religions principles, in the emphatic language of the noble 
and learned Lord on the woolſack, „ Fit to be tolerated 9” 
That is to ſay, are they good ſubjects, and do they agree with 
us in the fundamentals of chriſtianity ? For theſe are the re- 
ligious principles © it 7o be tolerated,” If they can ſatisfy us 
upon theſe points, the legiſlature is not at all concerned in the 
queſtion of the ſpiritual validity of their orders. My Lords, 
conſider only how we deal with proteſtant diſſenters here in 
England. For ll that I would wiſh for our Scotch brethren 
is, that they as diſſenters from the eſtabliſhed church of Scot- 
land, ſhou!d be put upon the ſame footing with the proteſtant 
aiiſſenters from the church of England. My Lords, by the 
_ toleration act of the 1ſt of William and Mary, a paſtor of a 
congregation of proteſtant diſſenters muſt enter the place and 
ſituation of his meeting-houſe: he muſt give in his own name 
and place of abode; he muſt take the oaths to Government, 
and he muſt ſhew that he agrees with us in the fundamentals 
of the Chriſtian religion, and by the terms of that ſtatute, 
which is the narroweſt of all the preſent ſchemes of toleration, 
dhe muſt however teſtify his agreement with us in the gene- 
ral principles of proteſtantiſm. This he does by ſubſcribin 
a great many of the 39 Articles. My Lords, when the ai 
ſenting Miniſter bas complied with theſe conditions, he is ne- 
ver aſked, no one has authority to aſk him, Sir, how comes it 
that you call yourſelf a clergyman ? What are your orders? 
By whom were you ordaiued ? By what ritual? He has 
given the ſecurity which all good ſubjects give for his loyalty 
to government; he profeſſes religious principles, * #7 zo be 
_  Zolerated:” that's enough. He is admitted without farther 
inquiry.to all the benefits of toleration. Now, my Lords, 
here are a ſet of diſſenters from theeſtabliſhed churck of-Scot- 
land, good ſubjects, - and holding religious principles very 
C #t to be tolerated :” For the cauſe of their diſſent from the 
eſtabliſhed church of Scotland is their' very near agreement 
with the eſtabliſhed church of England, and they approach 
your Lordſhips with this modeſt requeſt, that they may not 
be more hardly dealt with, than proteſtants of various de- 
- . Nominations differing more widely from both eſtabliſhments. 
My Lords, one thing that fell from the noble and learned 
Lord on the woolſack ſtruck upon my mind very forcibly, as 
deſerving, I mean, a ſerious conſideration. His Lordſhip 
gave it as his opinion, that it would be for the credit of Epiſ- 
copacy in Scotland, that their congregations ſhould * 
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plied with Miniſters (according to the intention of the 19th of # 


tte late King) ordained by biſhops of the Engliſh or Iriſh 
church. The noble and learned Lord, if I took his argument 
aright, ſuppoſed that the ſtatute paſſed in favour of the Scotch 


Epiſcopalians in the 1oth of Queen Anne would bear him 
out in that opinion. That ſtatute made it “ free and lawful 


« for all thoſe of the Epiſcopal communion in that part of 
« Great Britain called Scotland, to meet and aſſemble for the 


c exerciſe of divine worſhip, to be performed after their own ' 


 « manner, by paſtors ordained by a Proteſtant biſhop.” The 
noble and learned Lord conceives that under the latitude of 


this expreſſion, a Proteflant biſhzp,” the ſtatute meant in- 


deed to tolerate the ejected biſhops, and the clergy im medi- 
ately ordained by them, but not to extend the toleration to 


the ſucceſſion. My Lords, I muſt take the liberty to differ 
from the noble and learned Lord upon the conſtruction of 


this ſtatute of Queen Anne. I think it was the intention of the 
ſtatute to extend its toleration beyond the ejected biſhops 


themſelves to the whole ſucceſſion. For I find, my Lords, 


that of the thirteen biſhops of Scotland ejected at the Revolu- 
tion (the dioceſes were in all fourteen, but it happened that 
one ſee was vacant when the Revolution took place, thirteen 
| biſhops therefore were ejected; now of theſe thirteen) ſeven 
certainly, probably eight, were dead before the 1oth of Queen 
Anne, anda ninth was out of the kingdom, for he fled with 


the abdicated King. At the time therefore when this act was 
paſſed, no more than four of the ejected biſhops were alive, 


and within the kingdom, and four new conſecrations had taken 


place, two in the 4th of Queen Anne, and two more in the 
8th. At the time therefore when this act was paſſed, the Scotch 
Epiſcopacy conſiſted of an equal number of the original bi- 
ſhops, and the ſucceſſion, four of each; and if it was the inten- 
tion of the act, as the noble and learned Lord has argued, to 
_ confine the toleration to the ejected biſhops, and exclude the 
ſucceſſion, I can only fay, my Lords, that the framers of 


ttat ſtatute did their buſineſs not quite ſo well, as buſineſs of 


that ſort was uſed to be done in thole times. F | 
My Lords, with reſpect to the intereſts of Epifcopacy in 


Scotland, my opinion is unfortunately the very reverſe of that 


of the noble and learned lord. The credit of Epiſcopacy will 
never be advanced by the ſcheme of ſupplying the Epiſcopalian 
congregations in Scotland with paſtors of our ordination: and 
for this reaſon, my lords, that it would be an imperfect crip- 


— 
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pled Epiſcopacy that would be thus upheld in Scotland. When. 
4 a clergyman ordained by one of us ſettles as a paſtor of a 
Congregation in Scotland, he is out of the reach of our autho- 
rity. We have no authority there; we tan have no authority. 
there; the legiſlature can give us no authority there. The at- 
tempt to introduce any thing of an authorized political Epiſ- 
copacy in Scotland would be a direct infringement of the 
union, My lords, as to the notion that clergymen ſhould be 
originally ordained by us to the Miniſtry in Scotland, T agree 
with the noble Viſcount, that the thing would be contrary to 
all rule and order. No Biſhop who knows what he does, or- 
dains without a title, and a title muſt be a nomination to ſome 
thing certain in the dioceſe of the Biſhop that ordains. My 

Lords, anappointment to an Epiſcopal congregationin Scotland, 

is no more a title to me, or to any Biſhop of the Engliſh bench, 

or any Biſhop of the Iriſh bench, than an appointment to a 

church in Meſopotam ia. 67 

My Lords, with reſpect to marriages, I agree with the noble 
and learned Lord on the woolſack, that if this bill ſhould 
\ _ paſs, the Epiſcopalians will be authorized to marry in their 

— meeting-houſes by the roth of Queen Anne. But my Lords, 

; I ſee no inconvenience that can ariſe from this. It will open 
no door to Clandeſtine Marriages. For tho' they will be 
authorized to marry, they will not be authoriſed. to marry 

atherwiſe than in conformity to the regulations of the xoth 
of Queen Anne; that is to ſay, they can marry thoſe only, 
whoſe banns have been regularly publiſhed, not only in 
the meeting-houſes where the marriage is to be ſolemnized, 
but in the kirks of the pariſhes, where the parties are reſi- 
dent. But my Lords, I go further; I ſay that this bill will 
give them no authority with reſpect to marriages, but what 
they do already enjoy and exerciſe. My Lords, the fact is, 
that theſe Epiſcopalians do now ſolemnize marriages every 
day. They ſolemnize marriages legally. They ſolemnize 
marriages under the expreſs covert and ſanction of the perſe- 
cuting ſtatutes. And theſe marriages ſo ſolemnized by them 
—my Lords, in what I am going to aſſert I ſtand in the judge- 
ment of noble Lords, to whom the laws of Scotland are more 
accurately known, than they may be ſuppoſed to be to me. 
But my Lords, I ſay, theſe marriages ſolemnized by theſe. Epiſ- 
copalians are good and valid by the laws of Scotland. 
[Here the Scotch Lords all gave a nod of afſent.] 
And my Lords, the ground ot my aſſertion is, this. Our 
marriage act extends not to Scotland. Therefore by the pa | 


/ 
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and uſage of Scotland, it is not neceſfary that any ſhoald be 
_ preſent at a wedding except the parties themſelves (thats two) 
the man who is to act as Father and give the Bride away, 
(thats three) and the clergyman or pretended clergyman ho is 
to perform the ceremony (thats four.) Now my Lords, by the 
_ expreſs permiſſion of the 19th of the late King, which I call 
the perſecuting ſtatute, ſaur perſons may aſſemble for the cele- 
bration of any religious rites, for the meeting is not illegal, un- 
leſs five be preſent, over and above the members of the family, 
if the place of aſſembly be a houſe inhabited by a family, or 
five, if the place of aſſembly be a houſe not inhabited by a 
family. My lords, theſe are my notions upon the points that 
have been agitated. I ſhall not go into points that have not 
been brought forward in objection; tho I am prepared to 
meet any other objections that might be moved, but I am ſen- 
ſible that T have already taken up too much of your Lordſhip's 
time, and I fear rather irregularly, when in fact no expreſs 
queſtion is before the houſe. I am aware rhat the bill muſt 
receive amendments in the committee, and perhaps additions, 
but the principle of the bill has my entire approbation _ 
The Earl of Kinnoul (Lord Hay) made a ſhortſpeech in favour 
of the bill, and delivered his ſentiments with much emphaſis and 
energy. He deſcribed the members of the Scotch Epiſcopal 
Church as a decent, quiet, reſpectable, body of people, who in 
the moſt trying times had always behaved in a very becom- 
ing and exemplary manner, and were therefore well entitled 
to every indulgence which the legiſlature could ſhew them. 
Whatever amendments might be propoſed, he could ſee no [ 
good ground for any objection to the principle of the preſent f 
* bill, and declared himſelf to be thoroughly convinced that a - | 
marked diſtinction of legiſlative liberality ought ever to attach | 
to theeſtabliſhed church of either part of the kingdom. A 
As ſoon as Lord Kinnoul fat down, the queſtion was put i 
and carried without a diviſion, that the bill ſhould be read a 
ſecond time, and go into a committee of the whole houſe on 
Wedneſday next. In the mean time, it was intimated to 
Biſhop Skinner by the Biſhop of St Davids, and the Earls of 
_ Kellie, Elgin and Fife, who had all taken a very active part in 
forwarding the bill, that the only thing which the Lord Chan- | 
cellor now inſiſted on, was the neceſſity of requiring from our | 
_ clergy ſome public declaration of their religious principles, by | 
which it might be known that they came as near as was ſaid to 
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| that fabſcription tothe thirty nine articles ou ght to be i. 
as the beſt and only means of ſhewing in a legal manner, what 
our religious principles were, and that our church was really 
ſuch a ſociety as deſerved io be tolerated. On this head, the 
Biſhop of St Davids obſcrved, that he ſaw the juſtice and pro- 
' Priety of the Lord Chancellor's remarks, ſince excepting what 
Was implied in calling ourſelves Zpi/copal, which any ſect might 
do, we ſeemed to be, at leaſt in the eye of the law, a non-deſcript 
body, and as ſuch, on the Chancellor's principles, not intitled 
to the full benefit of toleration. He therefore thought, if our 
elergy could do it, it would be right in them to comply with 
this requiſition; and on the ſuppoſition of ſuch compliance he 
| Had no doubt but our buſineſs would go on RIOT: and 
without any farther oppoſition. 
Jo all this, the ſubſtance of Biſhop Skinner's reply was, 
1 that he believed the Scotch Epiſcopal Clergy, or at leaſt a 
great majority of them, had no objection to the general doc- 
trine of the thirty nine articles, although they might not alto- 
| gether approve of ſome particular expreſſions made uſe of 
in them; and that the moſt diſagreeable part of the clauſe re- 
- quiring ſubſcription would be, the obliging Scotch clergy to 
| fabſcribe them, as the Articles of the church of England,” 
ſince the Scotch Epiſcopal church was no part of the church 
of England, and could not either in ſtrictneſs of principle, or 
Propriety of language, be included in it. On this head he re- 
_ ceived for anſwer, that it was only the general doctrine of the 
feveral articles, to which ſubſcription was required even in 
England; that many expreſſions in them might no doubt be 
altered for the better, but as thoſe concerned would not agree 
about theſe alterations, perhaps it was as well to let the words 
remain as they are; that there could be no hardſhip or impro- 
priety in our clergy ſubſeribing them as «Articles of the church 
of England,” after they had profeſſed that their principles 
were the ſame as hers in all the fundamental Doctrines of 
Religion, and that they wiſhed to be conſidered as in com- 
munion with her, for ſubſcription was doing that only in a 
more ſolemn and legal manner. On theſe grounds it was 
argued, that the clauſe requiring ſubſcription was not only 
_ Juſt and reaſonable in itſelf, but might be attended with conſe- 
| quences very advantageous to the Scotch Epifcopal Church, 
as it would ſerve to diſtinguiſh the members of that church 
from the many upſtart ſes of diſſenters, whoſe principles are 
AAA Ia this new, it ſeemed 
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„ 
to meet the approbation of our London Committee, and of all 
thoſe friends to our cauſe, on whoſe good offices the ſucceſs 
of our bill depended. WE nts hed | 
Another claule which now came to be taken into ſerious 

Eonfideration, was that whereby the Scotch Epiſcopal Clergy 
« were to be reſtrifted from taking any benefice, curacy or 
cc other ſpiritual promotion, within that part of Great Britain 
& called England, the dominion of Wales, or town of Ber- 
cc wick upon Tweed: A reſtriction which was conſidered 
as abſolutely neceſſary for preſerving to her own clergy the 

civil rights and revenue of the church of England, and was fo 

far from implying any doubt of the ſpiritual validity of the 
orders conferred in the Sco ch Epiſcopal Church, that the 
neceſſity of the clauſe aroſe wholly from the belief and ac= 
| knowledgement of that validity. So reaſoned the advocates 
for this reſtriftion. © If,” ſaid they, the Biſhops of England 


4 were not well convinced of the repard which is due to 


+ © Epiſcopal Ordination, there would be no occaſion for pro- 
« viding againſt the inconvenience that might enſue from a 
«« number of clergy fo ordained in Scotland, applying for 
ce inſtitution in the church of England. A ſimilar inconvenie 
« ence was forefeen when the act paſſed, to empower the 
 « Archbiſhops of Canterbury or York to conſecrate Biſhops 
„ for North America, and therefore a proviſion was made in 
ec that act, that no biſhops ſo conſecrated, nor any prieſts 
or deacons ordained by them, or their ſucceſſors, ſhould be 
ce thereby enabled to exerciſe their reſpective offices, within 
et his. Majelly's dem 8 
Ihe purpoſe of the reſtricting clauſe being thus defined, it 
was prepared accordingly, as well as the clauſe requiring 
ſubſcription to the thirty. nine articles. But when the com- 
mittee met, as ordered, on Wedneſday the gth of May, they 
got no farther through the bill, than to the end of the clauſe 
reſpecting the laity, which Lord Grenville was of opinion 
ought to be altered, and faid he would have a proper amend- 
ment prepared before the next meeting of the committee, 
which was therefore adjourned to Tueſday the 15th of May. 


On that day, as ſoon as the Committee met, Lord Gren- 


ville went over the heads of the bill, explaining, as he pro- 
ceeded, the reaſons of the alterations which had been made 
in it; and when he came to the reſtrifting clauſe above men- 
tioned, the Earl of Radnor objected to it, and faid, “ he ſaw 
« np god reaſon for refuſing that to clergy ordained by a 
„ TSS ĩ ² os wank, e 3 „ 
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n proteſtant biſhop, which was granted to popilk prieſts.” The 
- biſhop of St Davids replied to this objection, and pointed out 
the diſtinction between a ſpiritual and legal Epiſcopacy, and 

the reaſons why ſuch popith prieſts as had been ordained by 
| biſhops ſegally eſtabliſhed in foreign countries, were admitted, 
on renouncing the errours of popery, to inſtitution in England 
An addition was alſo propoſed to the reſtricting clauſe, where- 
dy it is provided, « that no Epiſcopal paſtor or Miniſter in 


Scotland, who has not been ordained by ſome biſhop of the 


c church of England, or of Ireland, ſhall be capable of 
K officiating in any church or chapel in England, where the 
_ < liturgy of the eſtabliſhed church is uſed:“ which addition 
Was faid to be intended merely to prevent an evaſion of the 
former part of the clauſe, by perſons pretending only to Mei- 
ate occaſionally,” when they were really employed as curates, 
and perhaps paid for acting in that capacity. No part of the 
clauſe was ſuppoſed to operate to the prejudice of the Scotch 
Epiſcopacy, in regard to its purely ſpiritual effects, and our 
clergys ſubſcribing the zhirty-nine articles would be looked 
upon, as a public teſtimony of the mutual communion which 
 Jubſiſted between the two churches. EN Rp hah 0. 
Next day the bill was reported, and ordered to be printed 
With the amendments: and after being read a third time, and 

ordered to be carried to the Houſe of Commons, it was re- 

ceived there on Friday the 25th of May, read a firſt time, and 
ordered to be printed. But when the day came for the ſecond. 
reading, the ſpeaker ſaid, « he thought it his duty to ſtate to 
ce the Houſe, that the bill containing certain money clauſes, 
“ which made it inconſiſtent with the privileges of that Houſe 

44 to receive it from the Lords, he was under the neceſſity of 
tc moving that it ſhould be thrown out; at the ſame time ob- 
« ſerving, that another might be immediately moved for, on 


3 & behalf of the parties concerned.” 


| This was done accordingly by the Right Honourable Hen- 
ry Dundas; on which Mr Charles Fox got up and ſaid, « he 
did not rife to make any oppoſition to the deſign of this 
« meaſure, but merely to take notice of the partiality of it, 
„ and how ready the preſent adminiſtration was to grant 
ec that relief to a peculiar deſcription of diſſenters in Scotland, 
v which had been denied to thoſe in England, whoſe cauſe he 
had lately been pleading;” alluding to a motion which he 
had made a few days before, in favour of the Unitarian diſſen- 
ters. In reply to this, Mr Dundas obſerved, «© that _— 
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c which he now moved for, as well as one of a ſimilar ten- 
C dency which he had brought forward three years ago, was 
cc intended to relieve a claſs of diſſenters, who laboured under 
« - grievances not known to thoſe, whom the right honour- 
_ & able Gentleman had alluded to in England; as the latter 
„ might have any fort of miniſters they thought proper, 
ec whereas the former were ſubjected to heavy penalties, be- 


c cauſe their paſtors could not obtain a licenſe from an Engliſh 
« or an Iriſh Biſhop.” Mr Fox only anſwered, „ that the 


& ſame objection which had been made to his motion, as 


« brought forward at an improper time, he thought might 


C withequal juſtice be applied to that of the Right Honour- 
« able Secretary.” However the motion was immediately 
agreed to, and Mr Dundas and Sir James St Clair Erſkine 
were ordered to prepare and bring in the bill. On Friday the 


Iſt of June it was read a firſt and ſecond time in the Houſe of 


Commons. Next day it was committed and reported, and 
on the Tueſday after was read a third time, paſſed, and car- 
ried to the Houſe of Lords, where it went through the ſeveral 
readings again in the uſual manner, no alteration having been 
made in it, and received the royal aſſent on Friday the 15th 
of June, being the laſt day of the Seſſion. | | | 
The preamble to this act runs in theſe terms: Fhereas by 


„ ſeveral acts of parliament now in force, diſabilities, forfei- 


« tures and penaltics have been impoſed in certain caſes upon 

«© perſons frequenting, reſorting to, or officiating in, certain 

« Epiſcopal chapels and meeting-houſes in Scotland. 

“ And qwhereas there is ſufficient reaſon to believe, that the 

_ &. paſtors, miniſters and laity of the Epiſcopal communion in 

_ « Scotland, are now well attached to his Majeſty's perſon, 
« family, and government: | | 


e them as are willing in a proper manner to manifeſt ſuch 
ec attachment, ſhould receive relief with reſpect to certain diſabi- 


« lities, forfeitures and penalties, in the ſaid acts mentioned: may _ 


<« it therefore pleaſe your Majeſty, that it may be enacted: 
« and be it enacted by the King's moſt Excellent Majeſty, by 


«© and with the advice and conſent of the Lords ſpiritual and 


4 temporal, and Commons, in this preſent parliament aſſembl- 
6 ed, and by the authority of the ſame, that ſo much of an 
. act paſſed in the roth year of the reign of her late Ma- 
4c jeſty Queen s intituled, an act to prevent the diſturbing 


e thoſe of the Epiſcopal communion, &c. and alſo ſo much of 
&& an act paſſed in the 5th year of the reign of his late Ma- 


« jeſty King George the firſt, 3 an act for making more 


4 effect ual 
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And 'whereas it is juſt and reaſonable that ſuch of 


- 


tet effectual the laws, &c. and alſo ſo much of an act paſſed in 
« the 19th year of the reign of his late Majeſty King George 
4 the ſecond, intituled, an act more effectually to prohibit and 
«prevent, &c. and alſo ſo much of an act paſſed in the 21ſt 
« year of the. reign of his late Majeſty King George the ſe- 
c cond, intituled, an act to amend and enforce, &c. as relate 
< to the impoſing any penalties, forfeitures or diſabilities on 
« any perſon or perſons, for or on account of, his or their 
« frequenting or reſorting to, any Epiſcopal chapel or 
% meeting-houſe in Scotland, or any perſon or perſons, for or 
4 on account of his or their officiating at any ſuch chapel or 
ce meeting-houſe, ſhall be, and the ſame are hereby repeal- 
tc ed.” TA >: EIN, . 
The a# then provides and enafs, that every ſuch Paſtor or 
Miniſter ſhall take and ſubſcribe the Oaths in the uſual man- 
ner, and ſhall alſo, at the fame time and place, ſubſcribe a 
declaration of his aſſent to the thirty-nine articles of the church 
of England, and produce certificates from the proper officer, 
of his having ſo qualified - himſelf, to the clerk of the ſhire, 
ſtewartry or borough, where his meeting-houſe is ſituated, 
that he may make proper entries of the ſame, and alſo deliver 
two atteſted copies of ſuch certificates, one to be fixed on the 
outſide of the meeting-houſe where the ſaid paſtor or mini- 
ſter officiates, and the other in ſome conſpicuous place with- 
in ſuch meeting-houſe: and every ſuch paſtor 'or miniſter, 
offending in any of the premiſes, ſhall for. the firſt offence, 
being lawfully convicted thereof, forfeit the ſum of twenty 
pounds ſterling, and for the ſecond offence ſhall be declared 
incapable of officiating during the ſpace of three years. 
It alſo provides and enacis, that every ſuch paſtor or miniſter, 
ſhall, as often as he ſhall officiate in any Epiſcopal chapel or 
meeting-houſe, at ſome time during the exerciſe of divine 
ſervice, pray for the King's moſt Excellent Majeſty by name, 


huis heirs and ſucceſſors, and for all the Royal Family, as di- 


rected in the liturgy of the church of England; and every 
ſiuch perſon neglecting ſo to do, ſhall on-lawful conviction 
thereof, for the firſt offence, forfeit the ſum of twenty pounds 
ſterling, and for the ſecond offence, ſhail be declared inca- 
pable of officiating during the ſpace of three years: and any 
- ſuch paſtor or miniſter offending in any of the premiſes before 
mentioned ſhall be incapable of voting in any election of a mem- 
ber of parliament, or of a Magiſtrate or Counſellor - for 
| boroughs, or of a Deacon of Crafts within burgb, or bf . he 


* 
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Collector or Clerk of the Land Tax or Supply + and e err 
aſſembly of perſons for religious worſhip in any ſuch Epile@ ' 
pal chapel or meeting-houſe, ſhall be held with doors not lock | 
ed, barred, bolted, or otherwiſe. faſtened, during ſuch al- 15 | 
i farther provides and enacts, that no ſuch paſtor or miniſter ©, - | 
of any order, ſhall be capable of taking any benefice, curacy, - ___ 
or ſpiritual promotion, within that part of Great Britain called © 
England, the dominion of Wales, or townof Berwick upon Tareed, | 
or of officiating in any church or chapel within the ſame, where 
the liturgy of the church of England, as now by law eſtabliſhed, 1 
is uſed, unleſs he ſhall have been lawfully ordained by ſome 
| biſhop of the church of England or of Ireland. e 
The act having thus provided and enacted all that is neceſſary 
to manifeſt the loyalty of the Scotch Epiſcopal clergy, and to 
prevent their encroaching on the civil rights and revenue of the 
church of England, proceeds next to declare what is neceſſary 
to be obſerved and attended to by the laity of the Epiſcopal 
communion in Scotland. It therefore provider and enacta, that 
if any perſon at any time after fix months, to be reckoned from 
and after the firſt day of July 1792, ſhall be preſent twice in 
the ſame year at divine ſervice in any Epiſcopal chapel or 
meeting-houſe in Scotland, whereof the paſtor or miniſter | 
ſhall not pray in expreſs words for his Majeſty. by name, | 
His heics and ſucceſſors, and for all the Royal Family, in the | 
manner before directed, every perſon ſo preſent ſhall on law- 
ful conviction thereof, for the firſt offence, forfeit the ſum of 
five pounds ſterling, and ſhall ſuffer impriſonment for the 
ſpace of ſix months, unleſs or untill the ſame be paid, and for 
the ſecond or any ſubſequent offence, ſhall ſuffer impriſon- 
ment for the ſpace of two years from the date of ſuch convic- 
tion: but every proſecution for any offence committed againſt 1 
this act, ſhall be commenced within the ſpace of twelve | 
months after ſuch offence com mitted, and not afterwards. — 
It further enacts, that no Peer of Scetland ſhall be capable of 
being elected one of the ſixteen Peers to ſit and vote in the 
Houle of Peers in the parliament of Great Britain, or of voting 
in the election of any of the ſaid ſixteen peers, who ſhall at 
any time after fix months, to be reckoned from and after 
the ſaid firſt day of July, be preſent twice in the ſame year at 
divine ſervice in any Epiſcopal Chapel or Meeting-houſe as 
 - aforeſaid, whereof the paſtor or miniſter ſhall not pray, in ex- 
preſs words, for his Majeſty by name, for his Majeſty's heirs 
and ſucceſſors, and for all the Royal Family in the manner be- 
fore directed; and it ſhall be competent for any Peer of Scot- 
„„ | CAE OE e ang 


1 
| 
| 


fandpreſent at the election of the ſaid ſixteen peers, or of any 
of them, to make this objeCtion, and to prove the ſame by a 
witneſs or witneſſes upon oath, or by referring it to the oath 
of the peer ſo objected to, which oath the Lord Clerk Regiſ- 
ter, or either of the two clerks of ſeſſion appointed by him to 
officiate in his name, at ſuch election of ſixteen Peers, or of 
any of them, is hereby empowered to adminiſter. And in 
cCaſe the ſame ſhall be proved, or the peer ſo objected to, ſhall 
admit the fact, or refuſe to depoſe concerning it, he ſhall be, 
and is hereby diſqualified from, and rendered incapable of vo- 
ting, or being choſen at any ſuch election as aforeſaid ; but 
ſuch admiſſion or confeſſion upon oath or otherwiſe ſo made 
at ſuch meeting aſſembled for any ſuch election, ſhall not be 
made uſe of, or given in evidence againſt any ſuch peer upon 
any proſecution for any penalty, inflicted by this, or any for- 
Tr oo Me 
It further enacti, that no perſon ſhall be capable of being 
elected, or of voting in any election of a member of Parlia- 
ment for any Shire or Borough in that part of Great Britain 
called Scotland, or of being elected, or voting in the election of 
a Magiſtrate or Counſellor for Boroughs, or Deacon of Crafts 
within Burgh, or of a Collector or Clerk of the Land Tax or 
Supply, who ſhall at any time after ſix months, to be reckoned 
from and after the firſt day of July aforeſaid, be preſent twice 
inthe ſame year, at divine ſervice in any Epiſcopal Chapel or 
Mieeting-houſe as aforeſaid, whereof the paſtor or miniſter 
mall not pray in expreſs words, for his Majeſty by name, for 
his Majeſty's heirs and ſucceſſors, and for all the Royal Family 
| in the manner before directed; and it ſhall be competent for 
any candidate or member of the meeting afſembled for any 
ſuch election to make this objection, and to prove the ſame by 
a witneſs or witneſſes upon oath, or by referring it to the oath 
of the perſon objected to, which oath the preſes or clerk of 
= ſuch meeting is hereby empowered to adminiſter. And in caſe 
== the ſame ſhall be proved, or the perſon ſo objected to, ſhall 
admit the fact, or refuſe to depoſe concerning it, he ſhall be, 
and is hereby diſqualified from, and rendered incapable of vot- 
ing, or being choſen at any ſuch election as aforeſaid, but ſuch 
admiſſion or confeſſion upon oath or otherwiſe, ſo made at 
ſuch meeting aſſembled for any ſuch election, ſhall not be made 
uſe of, or given in evidence againſt any ſuch perſon, upon any 
proſecution for any penalty inflifted by this, or any former 
act of parliament. And the act concludes with further 18 N 
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public act, and ſhall be judicially taken notice of as ſuch by all 


Judges, Juſtices, and other perſons whomſoever, without 


ſpecially pleading the ſame. 


When we compare this act, with that paſſed in the 10th of _ 
Queen Anne, generally known by the name of Queen Anne's . 
Toleration, and which is ſtill in force, fo far as it tends to pro- 
test thoſe of the Epiſcopal Communion in Scotland, we find 
that the ſame penalty of twenty pounds ſterling contained in 


the 1oth of 8 Anne is ſtill to be impoſed on thoſe Paſtors 
of the Epiſcopal Communion in Scotland, who 


or Miniſters 


neglect to pray for the King and Royal Family, in the manner 
directed; and that this is all which their hearers, or the laity 


9 2 


ing, that this act ſhall be deemed, adjudged and taken to be a 


of their communion have now to attend to, is evident fromm 
_ thoſe clauſes of this act above recited, which relate to the per= 


ſons who attend divine ſervice in Epiſcopal Chapels or Meet- 
ing-houſes. For inſtead of requiring the regiſtration of letters 


of orders, and a certificate of the paſtor or miniſter's having 
taken the oaths, and his name and place of abode, and the 
place where his meeting is to be held, as was required by the 
19th of George II. thoſe clauſes mention nothing more as in- 
cumbent on the laity, than thatthey take care not to be preſent 
ec twice in the ſame year at divine ſervice in any Epiſcopal 


« Chapel or Meeting-houſe in Scotland, whereof the paſtor 
« or miniſter ſhall not pray in expreſs words for bis Majeſty by 
« name, his heirs and ſucceſſors, and for all the Royal Family, in 


cc he manner before directed. 


The reaſon of this alteration. of the law is obvious, and diſ- 


covers itſelf in that part of the preamble to the preſent act, 
' which affirms, © that there is ſufficient reaſon to believe, 
_ « that the paſtors, miniſters, and laity of the Epiſcopal Com- 
% munion in Scotland are now well attached to his Majeſty's 
. perſon, family and government.” The moſt public and 
proper manner in which ſuch paſtors or miniſters can manifef 


this dutiful attachment, is by praying for the King and Royal | 
Family, as the law preſcribes, and therefo re to this alone the 


attention of the laity is very juſtly and properly directed. 
Where this is omitted, the law prefumes that an eſſential mark 
of loyalty is neglected, and fo puts the laity on their guard a- 


gainſt countenancing ſuch negle&. But to have involved 


them in the conſequences of any other omiſſion on the part of 


the officiating paſtor or miniſter, would have been unreaſonable 
ad oppreſſive, ſince in many inſtances they might not have it 
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= taken place. To the books appointed for keeping liſts or regiſ- 
© * ters of Epiſcopal Chapels, they might often find it difficult to 


there remain, in ſpite of the weather and other accidents ; 


happens to be prelent in, any ſuch Chapel or Meeting- houſe 
Will inquire or obſerve whether ſuch copies have been, and con- 
' tinge to be, ſo fixed; But every perſon preſent may eaſily knorr 
'  _ whether the King and Royal Family have been prayed for, as 

| the law directs; and ſhould even this be omitted, no penalty 


N * KL, 


complete ##ief to thoſe who attend divine ſervice in ſuch 
chapels, where his Majeſty King George, and the Royal 


members of the Scorch Epiſcopal Church, reſtored as they now 


* 


F 


{a their power to know whether or how far ſach-omifion had 


procure acceſs; and they have no right to demand a certifi- 
care of any particular regiſtration, ſince the law directs that _ 
only two copies atteſted bythe clerk” of court ſhall be deliver- 
ed: and though theſe two copies are to be fixed; one on or near 


the door, and the other in ſome confpicuous place within the 


Meeting-houſe, yet no proviſion is made that they ſhall always F 


\ 


neither can it be ſuppoſed, that every perſon who frequents or 


is incurred till the perſon has been ice preſent, in the ſame 


Fear, where ſuch omiſſion has taken place. On the whole, it 
is abundantly evident, that the law as it now ſtands, reſpecting 


piſcopal Chapels or Meeting-houſes in Scotland, holds ous 


Family are duly prayed for. May fuch prayers be graciouſly 
heard at the throne of Heaven, and devoutly joined in by the 


are to the poſſeſſion of thoſe civil rights and privileges, of which 


be kar ben dprred for he a fore Im art. , 
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